Abstract. This article analyzes the debate surrounding indirect taxes on wine during the French Revolution. These taxes produced much revenue for the state, but were also the target of much popular fury. Once the Revolution began in July 1789 the places where they were collected became the focus of sustained attacks and social protest. The revolutionaries debated how to reform these taxes, but were finally pushed to abolish them by popular pressure in 1791. This process is analyzed and the complex nature of the revolutionary dynamic in which the state and popular classes interacted to shape the goals, direction and outcome(s) of the French Revolution is highlighted. By using the revolutionary rhetoric of liberty and equality, petitioners and key legislators called for the indirect taxes on wine to be abolished. By exploring the discourse around wine and taxes, it is apparent that issues of consumption, equity and the social role of alcohol played a part in the new government's formation of fiscal policy. It is also clear that moderately priced wine was a tangible outcome of the French Revolution and symbolic of its ideals.
May 1, 1791 was a memorable day for the majority of French men and women, for this was the date that marked the end of indirect taxation on many consumer goods, including wine, meat and tobacco. On this day there were prolonged and exuberant celebrations in Paris and throughout France, which commemorated the event with much fanfare. Carts filled with barrels of wine and other goods lined up on the roads outside the Capital, waiting for the stroke of midnight to pass through the customs barriers free of charge. According to the journalist, Camille Desmoulins, 431 wagons filled with wine and over 270,000 livres worth of brandy (eaux-de-vie) entered Paris along with 1600 chickens, 1672 turkeys and 90 cattle during the night of April 30-May 1, 1791.
1 Desmoulins estimates that these goods would have carried a value of 3,568,254 livres of which two million would have gone to the General Farm in the form of indirect taxes. 2 In the many accounts of these celebrations, several things stand out. Wine played a prominent role in both the celebrations themselves and their accounts. No other commodity was discussed in as much detail and Bacchus himself was invoked on several occasions. "The People" were described as having had an insatiable thirst, which was quenched throughout the night, "their lips red and wet with wine." 3 In addition, a grateful people made many toasts to the National Assembly. Even the radical journalist, Jacques-Réné Hébert, danced, drank and sang to the health of the National Assembly during these celebrations. 4 W. Scott Haine has argued that through his newspaper Hébert was "translating the language of political empowerment into the language of the people" and that the freedom to drink is tied explicitly to the achievements of the Revolution. 5 Indeed, there was general recognition that it was the National Assembly who had abolished indirect taxation for the benefit of the nation. 6 Dupont de Nemours, the man who had led the commission which drafted the legislation, declared in March 1791 that taxes on consumer goods were suppressed in respect for the Rights of Man and that the French were the first nation to be guided by moral principles in meeting their fiscal demands. 7 But should we take legislators' word for it? Did the National Assembly act on its own in abolishing indirect taxation? John Markoff has asked the very same questions for the abolition of feudalism and has concluded that the process was far more complex and interactive than previously understood. 8 The legislation that came into effect on May 1, 1791 was, in fact, the culmination of a series of episodes in which the people of urban and rural France forced the National Assembly to abolish, rather than reform, indirect taxes. Popular pressure was a significant factor in a complex process, which brought about the final abolition of these taxes and, by tracing significant episodes in that process, this article will highlight two key themes. The first theme is the role of wine in the petitions and debates surrounding tax reform as well as in the riots and revolts themselves. It would be a fair assessment to say that the place of wine in the French Revolution has yet to be fully explored. The important work of Thomas Brennan and W. Scott Haine has certainly enriched our understanding of social drinking in taverns and cafés in eighteenth and nineteenth France, but this work has not really focussed on the French Revolution per se. 9 One way to examine the role of wine in the French Revolution is through the debate on indirect taxation; this includes the political and economic aspects in terms of legislative debates and fiscal policy as well as the socio-cultural representations of wine and its symbolic importance. Historians of wine are well aware of its role in the abolition of indirect taxes, but their accounts tend to lack sensitivity to the complexities of the Revolutionary dynamic as well the way in which legislators and the popular classes interacted to shape the goals, direction and principles of the French Revolution. 10 Wine also became an important component of "the politics of consumption" during the French Revolution. Rebecca Spang has argued that "articulating political demands in terms of consumption meant insisting that equality be made material, physical and substantive." 11 This is certainly the case in terms of wine consumption during the French Revolution as both petitioners and key legislators used the rhetoric of fairness, equality and justice in their attempt to argue for the aboli-tion of indirect taxes on alcoholic beverages.
The second main theme explores the relationship between the state and the popular classes in the revolutionary process and argues that it needs to re-examined. Social protest in the form of petition, resistance, riot, and noncompliance played an important role in the debate surrounding indirect tax reform. The relationship between the polity and the people was one of negotiation and confrontation as both parties played fundamental roles in shaping the goals, direction and principles of the Revolution. In the last two decades, a neo-liberal and neo-social historiography has emerged in the field of French Revolutionary studies. It has focused on the problems of transforming a society of hierarchy to one of civil equality as well as emphasizing the role of free will and human choices in determining the outcome of the French Revolution. 12 Peter McPhee has argued that the French Revolution was a rare period when "ordinary people," such as peasants, labourers, craftsmen, trades people and even the indigent, expressed themselves directly to authorities through petitions, letters and legal actions as well as through riots and revolts. 13 I will use the terms "popular classes" or "popular actors" to describe these "ordinary people" of France both urban and rural. Although this categorization does conflate important divisions such as gender, age and region, it captures the essentially plebeian nature of the group of people that made up the majority of French citizens. Interactions between government officials and the popular classes formed the core of the revolutionary process, which was characterized by negotiation and confrontation.
This article seeks to explore how the popular classes used the rhetoric of equality and justice to call for the abolition of indirect taxes on wine and how these actions formed part of the relationship which mediated the direction, goals and outcome(s) of the French Revolution. The first section examines indirect taxation during the ancien régime; the second is an analysis of the major events in the abolition process; and the final section explores how wine was used in the debate around taxes by both legislators and popular actors.
IndIrect tAxes In eIGhteenth-century frAnce
Although most financial history of eighteenth century France has focussed on royal debt and the fiscal crisis at the end of the Ancien Régime, there is still much to learn about taxation.
14 One of the classic accounts that does examine taxation, now a century old, is by Marcel Marion; in it he argues that "the Old Regime perished because its tax system struck only the inferior classes." 15 A recent monograph, however, has focussed on the amount of tax paid by privileged elites in the eighteenth century in the form of the capitation and dixième and how this contributed to the transformation of political culture. 16 J.P. Gross has traced the intellectual origins of progressive taxation and argues that this was one of the real, practical elements that was bequeathed to the Revolution from the Enlightenment. 17 Most of this work focuses on direct taxation, which is certainly understandable as it formed the basis for active citizenship and political representation between 1789-91. 18 However, indirect taxes on consumer goods are an important (and often neglected) part of the story, as they made up more and more of the crown's tax revenue as the eighteenth century progressed. Indeed, Le Roy Ladurie has argued that one of the ways the state countered revolts against direct taxes was to raise indirect ones. Indirect taxes accounted for 24% of the crown's revenues in the 1640s, but rose to between 42% and 50% in the eighteenth century. 19 The brunt of indirect taxes fell on towns and cities, as the centres of exchange and consumption, but they also hit the poor disproportionately as all goods were taxed at the same rate, regardless of quality. This was a key theme in the many petitions and protests surrounding the indirect taxes on wine, as we shall see. Finally, if we only look at the debates, discourses and theories of taxation, then the role of the common people in the French Revolution is lost. Popular action against indirect taxes was one way in which ordinary people participated in the new public sphere and defined their role in the new nation. This participation is still crucial to understanding the social history of the Revolution in its entirety. Colin Jones recently urged historians to "rediscover the pertinence of economies, class and social justice" which would help to illuminate the French Revolution's role in the making of modernity, "a vision currently in eclipse." 20 There is little doubt that the issue of taxation was at the forefront in the hearts and minds of the majority of French people during the early months of 1789. It was the issue for most rural parishes as they drew up their grievance lists (cahiers de doléances) for the Estates General, appearing in eight out of ten of the subjects most widely discussed; this popular concern for taxation is simply unmatched by the grievances put forward by elites, noble or bourgeois. 21 But which taxes were the most hated? The salt tax (gabelle) and taxes on alcoholic beverages (aides) ranked second and third behind taxation in general in terms of the subjects most frequently listed in the parish cahiers analysed by Markoff. 22 It seems that indirect taxes were considered illegitimate by many members of the Third Estate as ordinary people felt that the money collected went into the corrupt coffers of the General Tax Farm. 23 Indeed, the evils of indirect taxation were aggravated by the system of tax farming, which included an army of uniformed, armed commis (customs officers) invested with the powerful rights of arbitrary domiciliary personal searches without court warrants. The most valuable set of indirect taxes, collected by the General Farm, in the late eighteenth century, were known as the "aides."
24 This word denoted a complex administrative rubric, which included three main categories: the aides, the octrois, and the droits y joints. For our purposes the first two categories are the most important as the third was for special excise taxes, on goods such as paper, stamps and iron and were the least significant in terms of value. The true aides were sales taxes on wine and various accessory and supplementary taxes on the wine trade, which varied from region to region. These included the gros, a 5% wholesale tax, the quatrième (25%) or huitième (12.5%) retail sales tax as well as the droits de jauge et courtage, a measuring fee, and the trop bu or trop manquent, which was a source of bitter denunciation as it was a tax levied on the vigneron who had exceeded the limit for personal consumption. The octrois were municipal excise duties, levied on virtually all commodities entering a city or town, and were vital sources of revenue not only for the state but also for cities and towns as well as local hospitals. In 1789, they yielded some 70 million livres, of which only 46 million were reserved for the monarchy. 25 However, the aides and the octrois tended to be collected jointly wherever they coincided, namely at the gates of cities. By the end of the eighteenth century many large cities, such as Paris, Rouen, Orléans, had produced combined tariffs for the aides and octrois known as the entrées. The most important of these was the Entrées de Paris, which produced revenue of around 28 million livres in 1789, equivalent to about 50 livres 15 sols per inhabitant. 26 From the point of view of the taxpayer, however, the aides and the octrois were often seen as one tax, which was collected at the tollgates upon entering a city or town.
One of the most heavily taxed commodities at the end of the Ancien Ré-gime was wine. By the time both the aides and the octrois were added to a barrel of ordinary wine, the price was effectively tripled. 27 A muid of wine (268 litres) worth 30 livres would have 60 livres worth of tax added to it upon entering Paris. 28 Taxes on wine (and other alcoholic beverages) were also some of the most important in terms of value. At the end of the ancien régime Paris collected over 35 million livres in droits d'entrées; over 19 million livres from alcoholic beverages which was more than all of the other commodities combined. 29 Added to this is the fact that the global consumption of wine rose during the eighteenth century as urban populations expanded. Per capita consumption rates in cities most likely remained the same, but trying to figure out how much people drank in early modern period is challenging due to the crude tools used to measure consumption. These were usually tax records, which were often unreliable as so much wine was drunk without ever being taxed either by the producer or through fraud and smuggling. 30 It is without doubt, however, that the proportion of town dwellers "doubled during the eighteenth century from about one-tenth to one-fifth of the total population, which grew from 19 millions to 26 million over the same period." 31 These new urban dwellers created a significant rise in demand for low quality wine. 32 While it is true that there were other types of alcoholic beverages available in France at the time, wine was far and away the most prevalent type of alcohol consumed. Perhaps around 300 litres of wine were consumed in Paris per year per adult male on the eve of the Revolution as opposed to maybe twenty litres of beer and six litres of cider. 33 There were over 3000 "drinking establishments" in Paris on the eve of the Revolution, taking the form of taverns and cabarets; most of the wine consumed in the Capital was red wine "so dear to the hearts of Parisians." 34 For France as a whole there were approximately 100,000 drinking establishment in 1789, but that figure had soared to 281,847 by 1830. 35 This growing urban demand for wine increased not only the tax revenue for cities, hospitals and the state, but also enlarged the sites for potential tension and conflict. Indeed, the indirect taxes on wine and the customs houses where they were collected were targets of sustained and persistent revolt throughout the period 1789-1791.
rIot, rebellIon And reVolutIon: the reforM process Questions surrounding taxation were at the heart of the origins of the French Revolution. Indeed one of the first acts of the newly formed National Assembly was to abolish, in theory, all existing taxes because they were "illegal in their creation, extension and prolongation." Yet the very next sentence of the decree declared that even though these taxes were illegally established, they must be continue to be collected until the National Assembly could reform them. 36 The popular classes in cities and towns however, only seemed to pay attention to the first part of the decree regarding the abolition of all taxation. On the June 29, 1789, in Lyon, a celebration of the events at Versailles turned into a revolt with residents attacking the customs barriers and bringing in goods without paying any taxes. In many squares around the city impromptu shops opened up wine barrels and sold their contents to the cries of "wine of the Third Estate at four sols a bottle." 37 The largest and most spectacular attacks on customs barriers took place from July 11-14, 1789 in Paris in the days and hours before the storming of the Bastille. On the Saturday night of July 11 a large crowd of both sexes attacked the Barrière Blanche in north-western Paris; the pillage, fires and thefts continued at many customs barriers around the capital on July 12, 13 and 14. According to one historian, "One could say that for 3 days Paris was encircled by a wall of flames." 38 People shouted "we do not want the barriers any longer -we do not want the commis" and on the morning of July 14, 1789 at the Barrière de Neuilly in western Paris someone had written "finally we will drink wine at 3 sous, for too long we have been paying 12." 39 The authorities reacted quickly with Bailly, the newly elected mayor, passing a decree on July 15 which was printed and posted throughout the city proclaiming that the General Farm would continue to collect the droits d'éntees for all goods entering Paris. It proved difficult to enforce because many of the customs houses and gates had been destroyed and/or burned down and because the commis were only half-heartedly supported by troops from the newly formed National Guard. 40 When news of these attacks reverberated around the rest of the country, similar revolts took place. In July, 1789 insurrections and tax revolts took place in the departments of the Var, Doubs and Orne. 41 The decrees passed by the National Assembly on August 4-11, 1789 which abolished many aspects of feudalism, were interpreted by many in the popular classes to have included the suppression of the aides and octrois as well. In an attempt to maintain public order and the continued collection of indirect taxes, the National Assembly ordered the re-establishment of customs barriers on September 23, 1789. 42 A few weeks later the National Assembly famously declared the principle of equal taxation without distinctions on October 7, 1789. 43 But throughout the rest of 1789 the collection of indirect taxes at tollgates remained problematic. In January 1790, the National Assembly passed a special decree abolishing the exemptions for the privileged in the collection of the aides and octrois in line with its decree the preceding October.
Opposition to indirect taxes grew, however, once the rhetoric of the Revolution had explicitly promised equity in taxation. This hostility can clearly been seen throughout 1790 when massive waves of tax revolts erupted across France. From Languedoc to Picardy and from Provence to the Vendée to the Nord, communities reported difficulties in collecting indirect taxes and attacks on customs houses and barriers. 44 Marcel Marion has found that the General Farm collected some 18,745,486 livres in indirect taxes during the first three months of 1790, but that figure had fallen to 8,600,000 for the final third of the year. 45 Tax revolt, in the form of petition, riot, resistance and non-compliance, was far more prevalent in Revolutionary France than many historians realize. Barrie Rose has suggested that urban and rural refusal to pay taxes was as important to bringing down the ancien régime as subsistence riots and attacks on seigneurial châteaux. 46 These events, however, often go under-researched, perhaps because they do not fit into the classic interpretative frameworks of French Revolutionary historiography -they cannot be solely described as anti-feudal, anti-capitalist or anti-state. Nevertheless, throughout 1790 there was a substantial number of reports of anti-tax insurrections in many parts of the kingdom, the challenge for historians is to find some meaningful way of cataloguing and analysing these events. Jean Nicholas, who claims that opposition to the public treasury (fisc) was the form of popular movement in the eighteenth century, has produced an impressive survey of rebellion in early modern France but ends his study in 1789. 47 Against this backdrop, authorities in Paris took two contradictory actions during the months of June and July 1790. First, the National Assembly passed a decree that declared the new sections of the giant customs wall encircling Paris were to be opened and the entrées collected. 48 Construction had begun in 1785 under the instruction of Antoine Lavoisier and with plans drawn up by the architect Nicolas Ledoux. The primary function of this new wall was to eliminate fraud, which by all accounts was very widespread. 49 There were many reports of pipes under sections of the wall, through which wine would flow as well as evidence that wine merchants would rent houses/shops on each side of the wall over which contraband would be passed at night, either in sacks for coffee or tobacco or balloons for wine. 50 Despite these activities, the authorities both at the General Farm and National Assembly believed that the collection of indirect taxes was vital to the nation's finances. By June 19, 1790 the General Farm had opened the new tollgates in Montmartre and St. Antoine and was collecting dues at all 54 gates in the customs wall much to the dismay of the local population. 51 The small-time merchants and owners of guinguettes, the popular drinking houses outside the walls of Paris, were furious at being subject to these new taxes, as the low quality wines they sold could not support the extra tariffs.
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Amongst this growing tension, a second major incident took place. In February 1790 the Cour des Aides in Paris began an inquiry into the attack on the customs barriers the previous July, and by June 1790 arrests had been made of 77 individuals for their part in the uprising. 53 This was followed by a very vocal protest campaign in the popular newspapers, including Marat's Ami du Peuple. The Friend of the People denounced the arrests, which were made under the cover of darkness in the middle of night, and questioned how the authorities singled out these individuals, as there were thousands who took part. 54 Another pamphlet circulating at the time warned that to punish those who attacked the barriers was "to signal civil war." 55 Under threat of a popular uprising and sacking of the courtrooms at the Cour des Aides, the National Assembly declared the trial null and void on July 1, 1790, freeing all of those arrested. This act, which essentially sanctioned the attacks of July 1789, was debated in the chamber and was certainly not unanimously supported, as some believed that it was not the duty of the legislator to authorise impunity. 56 It seems that the National Assembly did not want the trial to mar the upcoming celebrations of July 14 at the Fête de la Féderation. As the grape harvest approached in September 1790, the National Assembly admitted that the collection of the aides was still problematic in "some departments" and passed a decree which ordered the continued collection of all aides and all other taxes imposed on alcoholic beverages and harvests. Legislators in the Assembly's Tax Committee (Comité de l'Imposition) had been working on various projects for reforming indirect taxes throughout the autumn of 1790. The result of their efforts was presented to the National Assembly on the February 10, 1791; it was a long report but proposed a new indirect tax structure based on the population size of cities. 57 The committee came up with an eighttiered formula with Paris at the top and seven other classes of cities based on the number of inhabitants from 80,000 to 2,500.
It is surprising that the committee proposed such a plan as some of its members laid out very different principles the previous autumn. Pierre Samuel Dupont de Nemours 58 , one of the leading members on the committee along with the Duc de la Rochefoucauld, produced a specific report on indirect taxes on alcoholic beverages in which he argued that they should be moderate, paid by all consumers and should equal throughout the entire kingdom. 59 It is clear that Dupont believed that a uniform tax on wine would hurt the poor and benefit the rich; "nothing" he declared "was more contrary to the principles of justice." Yet the proposed reform did not include a tax according to the value of the product. This debate, however, was effectively made redundant by a violent event, which was the final straw on the camel's back in terms of indirect tax reform.
On January 24, 1791 in the district of La Chapelle on the outskirts of Paris, armed commis performed an illegal search of the wine merchant Vinclair's premises. They were looking for contraband tobacco, but invaded Vinclair's cellars, overturning his barrels of wine and digging up the floor. This search was illegal because the commis had not received prior approval from the Mayor of La Chapelle. Once the officers had seized some 50 livres worth of tobacco and were about to leave, an alarm was sounded and angry residents met them in the square, preventing their departure. Shots were fired and a street battle ensued in which several people were wounded and at least two residents were killed. 60 This event is usually referred to as the "massacre" at La Chapelle and was the subject of one of Jean-Louis Prieur's Les Tableaux Historiques de la Révolution. 61 Historians have generally remembered this episode for the way in which it was manipulated in the press; the commis were accused of being royalist sympathisers, while their victims were described as "patriots." David Andress has interpreted La Chapelle in the context of aristocratic plot, counter-revolution and the politics of the press in January 1791. 62 And while this is certainly correct for the aftermath of this incident, the event itself had nothing to do with the politics of the moment. Rather, it was the manifestation of long-running hostilities between the popular classes and the commis. Its repercussions were significant as it provided a fresh, vivid reminder of the on-going injustices of the indirect tax system, still administered by the General Farm, and certainly added to the tidal wave of discontent which finally pushed legislators to abolish rather than reform these taxes.
Following the events at La Chapelle, legislators finally realized that collecting these taxes would continue to provoke violent conflict. A famous debate took place in the National Assembly on February 15, 1791. 63 Several deputies spoke of their dislike of the tax committee's plan for the eight-tiered system for charging excise taxes based on population size. "It is unjust" declared the deputy from Marseille, M. de Sinety, "that 529 cities would be subject to these taxes, while the rest of the kingdom would be exempt." Louis Boislandry, deputy from Paris, put some of the most powerful arguments of the day forth. Boislandry recalled the terrible event of La Chapelle and proclaimed that these taxes could now only be collected at the point of bayonets and at the price of citizens' blood. He also denounced the droits d'entrées as some of the last vestiges of the ancien régime and warned that if they were not abolished, the people of the cities would turn against the Revolution. Dupont de Nemours, chairman of the committee which drafted the proposed law, set out the financial situation and asked if the 25 million livres worth of proposed revenue from the reformed excise taxes could be made up through direct taxation (contribution foncière et mobilière). Dupont also called for the proposed law on taxation according to population size to be accepted provisionally for 1791 and 1792 and then supressed or modified in 1793.
The majority of members in the National Assembly were not convinced and were determined to abolish the droits d'entrées, especially after the impassioned plea of Etienne Chevalier, a vigneron deputy from Argenteuil. Historians usually cite this speech as the one that persuaded the deputies in the National Assembly to abolish indirect taxes, but as we have seen the process was far more complex and involved many more actors than just this rhetorically talented vine-grower from the suburbs of Paris. 64 Chevalier began by stating that the taxes collected at the entrance to cities were "unjust in their principles and unproductive, immoral and disastrous in their consequences." Although Chevalier called for the droits d'entrées to be abolished, he did want them to be replaced by "a simple, light and more equitable tax on dwellings, which would be added to the rent of the poor." At the heart of his plea was that indirect taxes should be proportional to means and that the poor should not pay more than they were able. The debates in the chamber on this issue ended after Chevalier's discourse, but in the days that followed indirect taxes were finally abolished by laws passed on February 17, 1791 for the aides and February 19, 1791 for the droits d'entrées.
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WIne And the rhetorIc of reVolutIon It should be clear that the abolition of indirect taxation was a fraught and complex process. What role did wine play in these events? Petitions, memoirs and letters were a form of popular participation in the public sphere of the Revolution just as much as riots, revolts and non-payment of taxes were. Byrant Ragan has argued that villagers in Somme set and pursued political goals in an active and self-directed manner and utilized revolutionary ideology to help define their role in the new nation. 66 This was not unique to Somme, however, as popular actors across France participated in nation building through various forms of social protest. Wine was at the forefront of much of the social protest around indirect taxation; not only were slogans about it shouted out and written on customs walls, it was also the most frequently used example in many petitions and discourses. Even though taxes on other goods, such as salt, were also hated, there was something celebratory and even fundamental about how people referred to wine; no other commodity is invoked as often in the petitions sent to the National Assembly. Thus, these petitions and discourses reveal not only wine's economic importance but also its social and cultural role in eighteenth-century France. The authors of these texts reveal a complex understanding of the wine market, and they linked this knowledge to the newly espoused ideals of the Revolution. Indeed, taxes on wine were at the heart of the very meaning of the Revolution itself. During the trial at the Cour des Aides in Paris in June 1790, the officials in the case produced a report, which denounced those who attacked the customs barriers and declared that it was never "in the spirit of the Revolution to abolish taxes." 67 Yet for many people in cities and towns, the Revolution for them meant the abolition of the barriers and the suppression of the commis. 68 Louis Boislandry in his speech to the National Assembly on February 15, 1791 retorted that "while there is still an unjust tax which impedes the daily needs of the people, the Revolution is not achieved." 69 There was no doubt that Boislandry and many others considered wine a basic daily necessity of ordinary citizens. His co-deputy Etienne Chevalier called wine "the base of subsistence for the poor of Paris." 70 And wine was listed as a basic necessity (denrée de première nécessité) in the General Maximum, which regulated prices and wages during 1793-4, and was the most comprehensive consumption law of the French Revolution.
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Perhaps more importantly, however, petitioners used the rhetoric of the Revolution and specifically the ideas of equality and justice to call for the abolition or reform of indirect taxes on wine. For many the freedom to drink moderately-priced wine was linked to newly found liberty. One of the largest and most well-known tax revolts of the Revolution occurred in the province of Picardy, northern France. It was led by Gracchus Babeuf during the spring of 1790 and included a printed petition, which was circulated to all of the towns and villages of the region with the hope that the inhabitants would sign it and send it to the National Assembly in Paris. Both Barrie Rose and Byrant T. Ragan have produced studies of this tax revolt, but neither has really emphasised the role that wine played in the discourse of the petition. 72 To be sure, Babeuf and his co-petitioners invoked the Declaration of the Rights of Man to argue that taxation should be equal and proportional. But the examples used to illustrate why this should be the case were directly related to wine production and trade. This is striking given the fact that Picardy was a region characterized not by extensive viticulture, but open field plains of intensive cereal-based husbandry and was situated next to the beer-producing province of Artois. The petition argued that it was unjust for wine to be taxed twice; the first time was when the land the grapes were grown on was subject to direct taxation and the second when it was consumed. The distinction was made for wine, because if the grapes were eaten in their natural state only the first tax would apply; it also stated that wheat was not subject to the second consumption tax. 73 The petition also declared that the exemptions given to the bourgeoisie who, for the most part, paid reduced aides and octrois upon bringing wine produced on their land to their city dwellings, was unjust. The poor had to pay eight sous of tax per bottle of wine in most cities in the province, while the bourgeois only had to pay two sous for each bottle he produced and brought into a city -"is this in proportion to faculties?" 74 But it was not only in grain producing Picardy that citizens employed the rhetoric of the Revolution to make their demands more compelling.
Wine producing villages around the Capital also used newly espoused ideas in their petitions to legislators in the National Assembly. Liberty, justice and morality were key themes in many petitions. The communes of Issy, Vanves and Clamart (Hauts de Seine) listed off the numerous charges levied on a barrel of wine "all the way to the stomach of the consumer"; but they also declared that that these (immoral) taxes should not exist in a nation inhabited by free people. 75 Taxes on wine were also described as "enslaving" producers, who would only become liberated when they were abolished. 76 There was also a palpable sense of hope and joy that people ascribed to the Revolution. The poor (malheureux) of the village of Suresnes (Hauts-de-Seine) "hoped that this happy Revolution [would bring] proportional taxation." 77 Sixteen wine producing villages to the north of Paris sent numerous petitions to the National Assembly during 1790 when the tax committee was working on drafting new legislation. In November of that year, these vignerons demanded liberty in taxation and proclaimed that the laws of the new nation should promote "equality between all the classes of society." 78 However, these were not just local or regional issues or particular to wine producing areas; they were of national importance and by using ideas, which applied to every citizen, these petitioners were staking a claim in making France anew.
Another major theme in the discourse around wine and taxation was that this beverage was taxed at the same rate regardless of its quality. Etienne Chevalier in his published Opinion of August 1790 argued that it was contrary to the principles of justice that a product is taxed more than its intrinsic value. 79 The comparison with beef, another highly prized commodity, was made; it carried 20-25 livres of excise tax according to Chevalier, but was worth substantially more. Indeed, a single "boeuf" (beef cow) entering Paris in 1791 was worth around 220 livres and the droits d'entrées levied on it only represented about 7% of its value. 80 While the excise taxes for a muid of wine, worth between 20-40 livres, were 50 livres according to Chevalier. He argued that the tax on wine should be levied according to its value, a theory established by Charles V in 1369. If this principle was recognized then in that "barbarous" time, surely now in this "century of enlightenment," the National Assembly should legislate it, asserted Chevalier. But these opinions were not exclusive to this vigneron deputy; his fellow citizens also believed that it was unjust to tax different quality wines at the same rate. The commune of Suresnes (Hautsde-Seine) declared that it was "ridiculous that some wines paid much less tax than they were worth, while others paid much more." 81 This is proof that the hierarchy of wines that existed in the eighteenth century was deeply understood by the popular classes who produced and consumed them. Inhabitants in Montmartre went even further by proclaiming that the poor had just as much right as the rich to drink and that the National Assembly should not deny them of this pleasure by imposing the droits d'entrées in their commune. 82 Indeed, Chevalier argued that affordable wine was a right of the people and that they should have access to it wherever they lived. The free circulation of wine was linked to the freedom of citizens and a glass of red became a symbol of this liberation. 83 "It is deplorable" this winegrower deputy lamented, "that in a free nation, the poor should pay as much tax for their mediocre wines as the rich pay for their bottles of Burgundy and Champagne."
84 Chevalier and his fellow petitioners knew that this injustice was incompatible with the principles espoused in the Declaration of the Rights of Man and by using the rhetoric of the Revolution they pushed the legislators in the National Assembly to live up to their ideals.
However, the discourse around wine and taxes was about more than applying the values of the Revolution; it also raised questions around consumption and the social role of alcohol. Dupont de Nemours believed that the consumption of wine (and other spirits) was not a necessity and that its usage was only salutary when it was moderated. 85 Drinking too much alcohol led to delirium and depravation, so it was not immoral to use taxation to balance and control consumption. Thomas Brennan has analysed the elite attitudes to popular drinking in the eighteenth century and has concluded that not only were elites linking violence and criminal behaviour to public drinking, they were also using drink and its abuses to explain the deplorable condition of the poor. 86 Thus, these ideas pre-dated the French Revolution and were common in the writings of the Church, government officials and the police. However, during the Revolution, some legislators still held these views and tried to incorporate them into the new tax regime. Dupont de Nemours wanted his new proposed tax on alcoholic beverages to improve the conditions of the working classes of Paris by allowing them to consume a moderate quantity of wine "at home with his children, his wife and a few friends." 87 This ideal of the popular classes of Paris drinking at home with their families was in reaction to the world of the taverns, which many elites found "disreputable," containing "the dregs of the populace." 88 But it was not just Parisian elites who were concerned with the (over) consumption of alcohol by the popular classes. The authorities in the department of Morbihan, Brittany, petitioned the National Assembly in 1790 asking them not to abolish the taxes on alcoholic beverages because "the people" have "strongly taken to and indulge in [adonné] drinking wine, which is the principle cause of their misery." 89 It is undeniable that consumption of alcoholic beverages, and most notably wine consumption, rose in cities and towns during the Revolution as soon as the customs barriers were attacked in July 1789, 90 but only certain commentators believed this to be negative. Etienne Chevalier and Louis Boislandry, both deputies of the National Assembly, were convinced that abolishing the taxes on alcoholic beverages and the wine trade would bring positive benefits to the nation. The health of the population would improve, they argued, because the popular classes of Paris and other main cities would drink wine that had not been adulterated by merchants and innkeepers to make it go further. 91 The workers of Paris would no longer have to deprive themselves of wine for several days a week, if the taxes were abolished. Sunday was the traditional drinking day of the popular classes outside the customs barriers in the guinguettes, but if the taxes were abolished, people could afford to drink every, or at least most, days of the week. 92 In fact Boislandry estimated that the global consumption rates for Paris would increase by one quarter to one third if indirect taxes were abolished. There was also the sense that the droits d'entrées were vestiges of old regime and did not belong in a new nation inhabited by citizens with new rights; "free men [should not be] subject to humiliating inspections from agents of the fisc." 93 For these two deputies increasing alcohol consumption of the poor was a good thing, as it would improve agriculture and trade by providing an outlet for the lower quality wines produced by the petits vignerons. These small vinegrow-ers had been hit hard by the crisis in the wine market in 1778; the increased taxes on wine and the proposed new customs wall around Paris only made things worse. As the wine market recovered and regained its former buoyancy by the early 1790s, 94 many of them believed that the Revolution should help to improve the conditions of their existence by removing the high taxes that hindered the sale of their product.
conclusIon As the Revolution continued throughout the 1790s it became apparent that the complete absence of indirect taxes could not be sustained. For just as Dupont de Nemours had warned, direct taxation was unable to make up the shortfall. Cities and towns across France were unable to balance their budgets and were running ever larger deficits each year; in addition, local hospitals were in a deplorable state, with many having to evacuate the sick to public squares hoping for the charity of citizens. 95 Thus in Thermidor VI (1798), the legislative assembly welcomed the re-establishment of indirect taxes and a few months later, the city of Paris was the first to introduce the new Octrois de bienfaisance on 27 Vendemiaire VII (October 18, 1798), which allowed for twentyeight types of goods entering Paris to be taxed. 96 National legislation followed on 5 Ventôse VIII (February 26, 1800) for all towns with a population of more than 4,000, which meant that about 3,871 communes were now authorized to collect these taxes. Further indirect taxes were established in 1804 with the creation of the Droits Réunis on 5 Ventôse XII (February 25, 1804); this allowed for the perception of production and sales taxes on alcoholic beverages. However, both of these types of indirect taxes differed from the ancien régime ones in two fundamental ways. First, their rates were much lower; the Octrois de bienfaisance carried a 3-4% tax on wine, while the Droits Réunis collected a tax of 2-3% on wine, beer and cider, which was eight times lower than under the old regime monarchy. 97 Secondly, these new taxes were (theoretically) consented to under the new representative nation rather than being imposed by an absolute monarch. They were accepted on the grounds of the "social contract," compulsory for everyone in society, "because everyone benefited equally from the protection afforded by the state." 98 The French Revolution was about many things from political, social and cultural power to human rights and emancipation. It was also about the formation of a new relationship between the state and its citizens. By examining the debate around wine and indirect taxation, the interactive and reciprocal nature of that relationship has been highlighted. Analysing this relationship provides insight not only to the political, economic and social role of wine but also how the popular classes played a part in making the French Revolution. In 1792, Lavie declared to his fellow deputies in the National Convention that "we only made the Revolution to become the masters of taxation." 99 As we have seen, however, it was not just the legislators who made the Revolution or became the rulers of contributions; "ordinary people" played a significant role in that process as well. The desire to drink less expensively pushed many to rebel against indirect taxes on wine, in some instances by peacefully signing a petition and in others by violently attacking a customs barrier. Moderately priced wine was a tangible outcome of the relationship between the Revolutionary state and its citizens; it also became symbolic of newly found freedoms and the ideals of liberté, égalité and fraternité. 
